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Let the People Know! 








THE GREATEST 
weakness of our 

church today is the 
ignorance of the 
average church member 
as to what the church 


is doing in America 





and across the world. 








—WILBUR LaROE, JR., Moderator of the 
Presbyterian General Assembly, USA. 
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By Frank H. Caldwell By Reinhold Niebuhr 
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APPALACHIA, SNEDECOR MEMORIAL To Clarify Page Six 
































Letters to the Editors 





Fedcral Council Issue Brings Many Letters 





They Liked It 


To the Editors: 
THE OUTLOOK for September 29 has 


just come to hand. Congratulations. It is 
quite an atomic bomb... . 
JAS. LEWIS HOWE. 


Washington & Lee, Lexington, Va. 


The Federal Council number is exceed- 


ingly fine. I do not see how you could 
have improved on it. Send 15 more 
copies. . . . 


CARL R. PRITCHETT. 
Davidson, N. C. 
. « « Most informative. Send 14 copies. 
FRANK 8S. JONES. 
Leaksville, N. C, 


Please send immediately 25 copies of the 
special issue. . It is exactly what the 
church has been waiting for. . . 


CHARLES E. RAYNAL, JR. 
Fountain Inn, S. C. 


. greatly pleased. — 
HENRY H. SWEETS. 


Louisville, Ky. 


me two more copies of the 29th. 
I wish some power could induce every 
member of our church to read it from 
cover to cover! In my judgment 
THK OUTLOOK is in a class all by itself, 
so far ahead of all other publications in 
its category as to make comparison ab- 
surd. More power to you. 
JESSIE M. (Mrs. A. B.) STROUP. 

Winston-Salem, N. C. 


Seni 


grand job. = 
CHARLES E. DIEHL. 
Southwestern, Memphis, Tenn. 


superb! Thanks and congratula- 
. Send 15 extra copies. 
E. B. TUCKER. 
Webb School, Bell Buckle, Tenn. 


tions. 


Send two more copies. The 
entire issue is fine... . 
BESSIE D, (Mrs. Exam) ELLIOTT. 


Barium Springs, N. C. 


The Federal Council issue is really 
“atomic”! 
JAMES H. CALIGAN. 
Miami, Fla. 


ss admirably gotten up, and I hope 
will counteract the long notices you have 
allowed to be printed in THE OUTLOOK 
giving the other side of the question. I 
hope you'll not allow [such] use of any 
more of your valuable space... . 
HENRY LOUIS SMITH. 
Greensboro, N. C. : 
. that Federal Council issue is good! 
If I had a congregation I would send for 
copies all round. ... 
KENNETH J. 
Louisville, Ky. 


FOREMAN. 





‘ . superb piece of editorship. I hope 
it will be widely distributed and read. 
P. FRANK PRICE. 
Florence, S. C. 


‘ magnificent! I do not see how it 
ean fail to do much good. It certainly 
presents the facts about the Council and 
it certainly calls for the kind of spirit 


that our church ought to portray... . 
D. P. McGEACHY, JR. 
Clearwater, Fla. 


Let me congratulate you on this 
. It is forceful and impressive. 
MARSHALL C. DENDY. 


issue. . 


Orlando, Fla. 





I was tremendously impressed with your 
issue of September 29. . . I am pleased 
to know that you are attempting to have 
this put into the hands of a large num- 
ber of our Southern Presbyterians, . ° 
You are doing splendid work in present- 
ing the facts of the issue. 

DAVID OVENS. 
Vice-President & Genl. Manager 
J. B. Ivey & Co., Charlotte, N. C. 


They Raised a Question 
To the Editors: 


As a foreign missionary, realizing the 
value of coordinated effort in Christian 
work, I am in favor of the Federal Coun- 
cil, but the manner in which you treat 
those who differ with you on this question 
seems to me to be lacking in Christian 
spirit. 

On page 6 of your issue of Sept. 29, 
you have two lists of groups of people 
or institutions that are either for or 
against the Federal Council. It starts off 
the column of those who are against it 
with the names of several criminals, and 
under such vague appellations as “Fun- 
damentalists” and “Premillenialists,” even 
if such designations are qualified, the in- 
ference is made that these include many 
whom we know to be sincere and loyal 
followers of Jesus Christ, and whose view- 
point, whatever we think of it, is as much 
entitled to a sympathetic consideration 
as that of the other side. The last para- 
graph in this column, which seems to be 
a sort of apology, would hardly excuse 


the severe indictment which the other 
paragraphs contain. 
I can think of nothing that is more 


likely to disturb the cause of union, of 
which you are such a strong advocate, 
than articles of this kind, or those of 
doubtful facetiousness that appeared in 
several issues, and purported to emanate 
from Hell. 


Why spoil a good paper with articles 


that wil] tend to accentuate our differ- 
ences instead of trying to harmonize 
them? 

JOHN MORISON. 
Atlanta, Ga. 


To the Editors: 


; In the left-hand column, page 6 
(Sept. 29) you have grouped some good 
members of the Southern Presbyterian 
Church in the same category as convicted 
seditionists, communists, and the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy. If this, Mr. Editor, 
does not come under the head of “driv- 
ing wedges” into our own church groups, 
and the shyster methods that Dr. Young 
(Sept. 29, p. 8) so justly condemns, then 
I have lost my ability to read and inter- 
pret English. ... 
RANDOLPH B. LEE. 

Patrick, S. C. 

@ EDITORS’ NOTE—Mr. Lee is gravely 
in error. No Southern Presbyterians were 
grouped as he indicated. See editorial, 
page 8. 


They Signed a Statement 


To the Editors: 

Please add my signature to the stat, 
ment, “For a Greater Protestant Cooper. 
tion” (OUTLOOK, Sept. 29)... . 
WILLIAM W. TRAVIS, Jonesboro, Ark, 
HERBERT W. PARKER, Jonesboro, Arm 
H. M. McLAIN, Oxford, Miss. 

F. W. WIDMER, Oakland, Fla. 
RUDOLPH 8S. SCHUSTER, Jonesboro, Ark 
W. KYLE SMITH, Annapolis, Md. 
EMMETT B. McGUKIN, Knoxville, Tenn, 
C. BISSELL JENKINS, JR., Charleston, 

s. C. 
F. W. HAVERKAMP, Arlington, Va, 
LESLIE BULLOCK, Houston, Texas. 
SAMUEL M. HOUCK, Loray, N. C. 

D. KIRK HAMMOND, Baltimore, Md, 
THOMAS W. MacLEAN, Charlotte, N. ¢ 
JOHN M. WALKER, JR., Roanoke Rapids 

x. < 
MRS. BENJAMIN WASHBURN, Wilming. 

ton, N. C. 

J. R. WOODSON, Louisville, Ky. 

ROBT. N. McLEOD, Richmond, Va. 
THOS. H. HAMILTON, Kinston, N. Cc. 

L. FRENCH COWAN, Stanfield, N. C. 
CHAS. M. BOYD, Charlotte, N. C. 
HENRY H. SWEETS, Louisville, Ky. 
JOEL B. WHITTEN, JR., Pulaski, Va. 
ROBT. F. CLAYMAN, Kennett, Mo. 

E. ASHBY JOHNSON, Louisville, Ky. 
CLIFF R. JOHNSON, Alexandria, Va. 
WM. B. YOUNG, Richmond, Va. 

W. CHESTER KELLER, Charlotte, N. ¢ 
W. C. NEILL, Roanoke, Va. 

ALVA M. GREGG, Atlanta, Ga. 

MARION F. REYNOLDS, Eagle Pass, Tex. 
OREN MOORE, JR., Concord, N. C. 

A. H. HOLLINGSWORTH, Roanoke, Va. 
MARION A. BOGGS, Little Rock, Ark. 
CLAUDE A. WARDLAW, Little Rock, Ark 


Little Word—Big Difference 


To the Editors: 

In THE PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK for 
Sept. 29, page 15, you have a statement 
that I made favoring the church remain- 
ing in the Federal Council. 

The statement should read like this: 
“Our church must maintain its member 
ship in the Federal Council because ff the 
Council is not what it should be, etc.” The 
word if was omitted in the printed state 
ment. I would appreciate anything you 
ean do to correct that misprint because! 
have nothing against the Federal Coun- 
cil to cause me to make such a state 
ment... 

MOSES E. JAMBS. 


Florence, S. C. 


Going-to-College Handbook 


To the Editors: 

. I think the handbook is excellent 
and that you have done a fine job com 
piling it. It made me wish I was going 
back to college. 

ISABEL ROSS. 
Charlotte, N. C. 


To the Editors: 

. . We would like to have 56 copie 
of your “Going-to-College Handbook.” We 
are thrilled with this splendid edition até 
want all of our college students to have 
a@ copy. 

DOLLIE WALKER. 
Laurel, Miss. 


@ EDITORS’ NOTE—A_ few copies # 
this Going-to-College Handbook are stil 
available at 15¢e each for one to nit 
copies; 10c each for ten or more, cash with 
order. 


THE PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK re-entered as second class matter, June 15,1910, at the postoffice at Richmond, Va., 
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Affirmative Vote for 


FC Is Accorded by 
Synod of Oklahoma 


USA Synod Asked to Share 
Control of Conference Site 


One out-of-the-ordinary matter con- 
sidered recently at the meeting of the 
synod of Oklahoma was the denomina- 
tion’s relationship to the Federal Coun- 
cil of Churches. This question, sub- 
mitted to the presbyteries for their ad- 
yice, was taken up by the synod, with 
the result that, save for one negative 
yote, the vote was unanimous in favor 
of continued membership. 

Another step by the synod was made 
possible by the First church, Durant, 
which presented the body a 20-acre con- 
ference site on the new Lake Texhoma, 
with half the purchase price already 
paid. Synod gratefully accepted the 
gift, elected directors, and planned to 
invite Oklahoma Presbyterians, USA, 
to accept joint ownership and control. 

Much of the synod’s activities had to 
do with the Program of Progress which 
it heartily endorsed. All objectives were 
accepted. Wade H. Boggs, Christian 
Education secretary, brought the chal- 
lenge of the new movement now spread- 
ing across the church 

Popular meetings were devoted to 
men’s work, when L. R. Klein of Dallas, 
president of Texas’ men’s council, 
spoke; and visitation evangelism, which 
was presented by Mare C. Weersing of 
Jackson, Miss. 

Southminster church in Oklahoma 
City, where the sessions were held, is 


one of the newest in the state, having 


been completed last February. Francis 
H. Daniel, Durant, was synod’s mod- 
erator. Next year’s meeting will be 
held at the Beal Heights church, Law- 
ton. 

(EDITORS’ NOTE.—This account is 
based chiefly upon information provided 
by H. Grady James, synod’s stated 
clerk. ) 


Church of South India 
Ils Formally Inaugurated 


Madras (RNS).—A new experiment 
in Christian church unity began here 
With the formal inauguration of the 
Church of South India, which embraces 
all Protestant denominations in the 
trea. The rites took place in St. 





FEDERAL COUNCIL VOTE | 


Present standing of the vote by pres- 
byteries on Southern Presbyterian mem- 
bership in the Federal Council of 
Churches is shown below: 


Against For 
Congaree, 17-8 Transylvania, 20-1 
Knoxville, 30-13 Brazos, unanimous 
Paris, 19-14 Potosi, 12-3 
Texas-Mexican, 23-1 
Lafayette, 13-5 
Lexington, 29-1 
El Paso 
Central Texas 
Dallas, 31-12 
Abingdon, 24-21 
Greenbrier, unanimous 
Synod of Okla., 
1 negative vote 
Neither 
Kanawha* 


*Kanawha Presbytery at its fall meet- 
ing, after defeating an ‘ultimatum 
type’’ demand upon the Council, adopted 
45-5 (?) a resolution asking for a com- 
mission of the General Assembly, com- 
posed of an equal number from each 
side of the question, to investigate the 
Council. A similar proposal was de- 
feated by the 1947 General Assembly. 





George’s Anglican Cathedral and were 
presided over by Chirakarottu Korula 
Jacob, bishop of Central Travancore. 

The new church, which will com- 
prise a Christian community of about 
1,200,000, unites the four Anglican dio- 
ceses of Madras, Travancore, Tinne- 
velly and Dornakal, the South India 
Provincial Synod of the Methodist 
Church, and the South India United 
Church. The latter body was itself a 
union of Presbyterian and Congrega- 
tional Churches. 

A packed congregation in the 130- 
year-old Madras cathedral, including 
600 representatives of churches, mis- 
sionary societies and Christian associa- 
tions from all parts of the world, wit- 
nessed the solemn consecration of nine 
prelates who were named for episcopal 
sees in the United Church by a joint 
committee of Anglican, Presbyterian, 
Congregationalist, and Methodist 
churchmen. 

Of the 14 bishops, who include five 
native Indians, seven were formerly of 
the Anglican Church, three were Con- 
gregationalists, two Presbyterians and 
two Methodists. 


S. C. Synod Cuts Out 
Lynching Reference 


In Committee Report 


General Exhortations 
Are Allowed to Remain 


The Synod of South Carolina heard 
the annual repnrt on Social and Moral 
Welfare, going step by step through a 
list of some common ills: a secularized 


and commercialized Sabbath; liquor; 
crumbling homes; sex delinquency; 
gambling; world disorder. Then it 


began to rub its collective eye and bend 
its ear to hear what was being said 
about Negroes and the Greenville lynch- 
ing incident. 

Samuel §. Wiley, former Navy chap- 
lain, now pastor of Anderson’s First 
church, as the committee’s chairman, 
read on: 


“ce 


. There are two special areas in 
which Christian judgment must be ex- 
ercised. .. . The question of civil rights 
of minorities involves the treatment of 
the Negro in the South. We call upon 
the Synod of South Carolina to condemn 
racial antipathies as incompatible with 
the Spirit of Jesus. [While we watched 
a lynch mob in a neighboring state 
escape justice, self-righteously congrat- 
ulating ourselves that it could not hap- 
pen here, there were brewing in our own 
bounds conditions which brought about 
a fiasco in which confessed murderers 
went scot free. Aside from the un- 
fortunate national and _ international 
impressions of democracy as it is prac- 
ticed in the South which were given, we 
must consider the judgment of God 
upon hateful prejudices -between peo- 
ples. There is little to choose between 
Hitlerite Germany’s treatment of the 
Jew and the South's attitude toward the 
Negro. The conquerors are infected 
with the same virus that tainted the 
criminal mind of the Nazis. Let us pray 
that Christian hearts may be entirely 
free from hate. Let us repudiate poli- 
ticians who fatten on the cry of ‘white 
Supremacy,’ sowing discord and hatred. 
The white race cannot maintain su- 
premacy by injustice.] Jesus taught, 
‘Whosoever will be great among you, 
etc... .’ Let the white race show its 
strength by helping the colored man. 
““We have a long way to go and the 
solution is not easy. Let not the fear 
of intermarriage, which is so often 
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dragged as a red herring across the 
trail, deter us from pressing on to find 
means of giving political, economic, and 
legal justice to the Negro... .” 

A good many who listened didn’t like 
that section of the report. Someone 
moved to “receive the report as infor- 
mation,” by which action it would have 
been listened to, then cast aside. The 
stated clerk, D. McL. McDonald, said 
there was too much good in the report 
to let it go; it was one of the best, he 
said, the synod had ever heard. 

Someone moved to delete all refer- 
ences to the race question; this motion 
was lost 69-45. 

Various suggestions of changed or 
new phraseology were made. Randolph 
Lee, layman from Patrick, didn’t like 
the comparison to Hitler’s treatment 
of the Jews. McQueen Quattlebaum, 
Johnston layman, was the chief spokes- 
man of the 45 who lost the first motion. 
Said he: ‘I would like to know who we 
are, where we are from and where we 
are going. We are South Carolinians. 


THE PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK 


Why should we stamp the accusation on 
the South that we are-mistreating the 
Negro. I come from Edgefield county. 
We treat the Negro in Mdgefielad county 
just like a white man. In Edgefield 
county we resent a report written by 
people of the North saying we are mis- 
treating the Negro, ... We are giving 
the Negroes everything Negroes should 
have.”’ 

The said his committee 
which had written the report had no 
members from north of North Carolina 

all are now residents of South Caro- 
lina. 

Dr. J. P. Glenn, Spartanburg physi- 
cian, said he had five Negro servants, 
two of them for 25 years. “I say the 
Negro is treated right,” he said, “if the 
Negro will let himself be treated right.”’ 
Mr. Quattlebaum thought any compari- 
son between the treatment of Negroes 
in South Carolina and Hitler’s treat- 
ment of the Jews was absurd. 

Soon the question was called, the vote 
was taken, and by a majority of four, 


chairman 





_— 


The Roots of National Policy 


By REINHOLD NIEBUHR 





S THE NATION gradually takes up 

the debate whether to rescue 

Europe from its dire economic 
plight and how much aid should be 
given, we are beginning to witness a 
perfect laboratory 
shows us what the 
policy are. 

It is now fairly apparent that the 
Marshall Plan will pass the congress in 
some form, and that it has the support 
of the majority of the American people. 


experiment which 


roots of national 


The reason is that the policy expressed 
in the Marshall Plan appeals to many 
divergent and sometimes contradictory 
motives. 

There is, first of all, the humanitarian 
motive. Europe, including Britain, is 
poor, and the coming winter bids fair 
to be more difficult for the poverty- 
stricken people of Europe than the last. 
We are wealthy. So wealthy in fact, 
that if we would only subject ourselves 
to a modified rationing 
Chester recently suggested, we 
would alleviate the misery of 
out of our mere superfiuities. 


system, as 
Davis 


Europe 


There are many humanitarians among 
us who do want to help the needy on an 
international scale. The humanitarian 
motive comes first in terms of the purity 
of its moral content But it would be 
impotent alone. Nations as nations do 
not rise to the height of humanitarian 
generosity. Not even the most decent 
nations do. 

The second reason why we will help 
Europe is because such help is necessary 
for our own economic health, It is not 
easy to preserve the health of a very 
wealthy nation in a very poor world. 
We are in danger of perishing in surfeit 


while Europe perishes in 
exports amount to 12 


want. Our 
billion dollars 
more than our imports at the present 
rate. Some of this excess must be given 
outright, for the world is too poor to 
buy all we have to sell. There is there- 
fore a strong egoistic motive for helping 
Europe. Without such a motive nations 
do not act. 

The third motive is a mixture of self- 
regarding and altruistic impulses. We 
cannot save Europe from Communism 
without such help. For the misery of 
the peoples will drive them into the 
arms of totalitarianism unless we al- 
leviate it. Insofar as our desire to save 
Europe from Communism is prompted 
by our devotion to the institutions of 
democracy this is a very noble motive. 

But insofar as it is prompted by the 
national pride of a great nation in com- 
petition with another great 
power it 


center of 
may be regarded as morally 
more dubious, Yet it is this sense of 
competition with Communism, both as 
an ideology and as a system of power, 
which will finally guarantee the major- 
ity behind the Marshall Plan. 

Cynics have always regarded the 
moral quality of national policies with 
scorn, because of the strong admixture 
of purely egoistic motives in them. But 
there is no reason for 
about the facts of life. 

We can also be grateful that a wise 
self-interest supports what generosity 
prompts, It is a considerable achieve- 
ment for a nation to be _ intelligent 
enough to understand that a seemingly 
generous action ultimately redounds to 
its own interest.—(Copyright 1947 by 
RNS.) 


being cynical 
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58-54, the mid-section of the race rela. 
tions discussion (in brackets on page 3) 
was eliminated, leaving the general ref. 
erences intact—and a great deal more 
for any synod to think about. 

Members of the synod had no objec. 
tion to steps toward world peace which 
might involve ‘“‘the surrender of a part 
of its sovereignty by each nation , , 
before a true family of nations can be 
formed.’”’ Nor was there objection to 
the condemnation of ‘“‘gambling, as eyi- 
denced by the widespread betting even 
on our high school athletic games.” 


All in all, even with the elimination 
of the lynching reference which at least 
54 members deplored, South Caroling 
Presbyterians, if they took any part of 
the report seriously and personally, had 
a big job cut out for them in the year 
ahead and for a long time to come. 


Catholic Leaders Told 
Of Southern Challenge 


Charlotte, N. C. (RNS).—The annual 
convention of the Catholic Committee 
of the South was warned here that 
Christian leaders must respond to the 
challenge of a social and economic reyo- 
lution now taking place in the South 
which will “drive 5,000,000 from its 
farms by 1965.” 

The warning was sounded by Ira Reid, 
professor of sociology at Atlanta Uni- 
versity, who declared that ‘‘agricultural 
technology represents the real South- 
ern revolution, which is recognized 
more in urban than in rural areas.” 

“‘However,” he added, “this revolu- 
tion need not be viewed with dismay. 
It can be a blessing to get millions of 
poor people off millions of poor acres, 
provided we do something about, and 
for, those poor people and those poor 
acres.” 

Arthur Raper, social science analyst 
of the U. S. Department of Agriculture, 
contended that the displacement of 
farm workers because of mechanical 
farm implements “is more of an urban 
than a rural problem.” 

“The people not needed on _ the 
farms of the South are not suited by 
training for the competition in indus- 
trial areas,’’ he said, adding that this 
movement of submarginal citizens to 
the cities, where they are unfitted for 
urban living, ‘‘presents a challenge for 
all Southerners to sit down together 
and work out their own answers to the 
changes that are taking place.” 

Dr. George S. Mitchell, of Atlanta, 
executive director of the Southern Re 
gional Council, told the Committee that 
tenants and sharecroppers should be 
admitted to membership in Southern 
farm organizations, which now are 
limited to large-scale landowning farm- 
ers. 

“A big lift in lessening the problem 
among rural people,’ Dr. Mitchell de 
clared, ‘‘will come after the small far- 
mer of the South gets‘into an organi- 
zation and the organization becomes 
democratic and representative.” 
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Putting Up Other Lords 


In Lieu of the Sole Lordship of Christ 
By WILLIAM CHILDS ROBINSON* 


N the September 15, 1947, issue of THE PRESBYTE- 

RIAN OUTLOOK there is an article charging our Book 

of Church Order with putting too many and too high 
sounding words under the Lordship of Christ. That ar- 
ticle endorses instead the language of the Plan of Union. 
Holding the doctrine of our book, I disagree with the doc- 
trine of the Plan of Union. Agreeing with the doctrine of 
the Plan of Union, Dr. Frank H. Caldwell is critical of our 
book. Evidently, Dr. Caldwell and I recognize that the 
two statements differ. In defense of the doctrine of our 
book I wish to call attention to its history, its wording, 
and its meaning. 


I. Its History 


Our paragraph 8, which is a full statement of Christ’s 
Headship and Kingship, is the preface to the Presbyterian 
Form of Government adopted by the Westminster Assem- 
bly. This preface represents the victory won in the West- 
minster Assembly by George Gillespie of Scotland against 
the Erastians who wanted the church governed by Parlia- 
ment. And George Gillespie’s testimony is the voice of 
Scottish Presbyterianism as enunciated by Melville, Bruce 
and Henderson against the efforts of Stuart kings to domi- 
nate the church. As the preface to the Westminster Form 
of Presbyterial Government it became the word of Christ’s 
patience to the heroic martyrs who suffered and died for 
Presbyterianism in ‘‘the killing times’? of Scotland. As 
adopted by the Westminster Assembly, this Scriptural state- 
ment carried the Biblical texts for every sentence at the 
foot of the page. 

Our ninth paragraph was taken over, for substance, from 
“the Second Buke of Discipline’’ put into use in Scotland 
in 1582. We shall look at the change made in this para- 
graph in the Plan of Union later. 

Our tenth paragraph sets forth exactly the doctrine 
which Principal John Macleod has described in his Scottish 
Theology as the Presbyterianism and Puritanism of John 
Knox and his associates. It is not directed against any 
Protestant groups. But it is a recognition that the Lord 
Jesus Christ as the bounteous Head, the generous King of 
the Church who has abundantly provided for his Church 
in his Word: her doctrine, her government, her worship, 
and her discipline. Macleod shows that it was this doc- 
trine which made old Scotia’s grandeur arise. James 
Walker in the only other volume on Scottish theology says 
that the Kingship of Christ over his visible Body was to 
the Presbyterians what the papacy was to the Romanists. 
And further, that the every day Presbyterian carried such 
a conviction of the presence of Christ in that worship 
which was solely of his ordering as surpassed even the 
Romanist’s assurance of Christ in the mass—so that the 
Reformed Faith rose and the Romanist faith fell in old 
Scotland. 

Naturally, Dr. Caldwell finds it hard to equate Presby- 
terian polity with the distinction between clergy and laity. 
But this is not an Apostolic distinction. In the New Tes- 
tament we have the priesthood of all believers. The word 
clergy occurs only once in the Greek New Testament and 
that in the sense of the laity, the flock of God. The dis- 
tinction arose about the year 200 and does not fit our 
polity which is drawn from the Apostolic Church. 


If. Language 


It might be proper to use all the hard words about the 





*Dr. Robinson is professor of church history in Columbia 
Theological Seminary, Decatur, Ga. 


language of our eighth paragraph used by Dr. Caldwell in 
his article, if these were merely men’s words. But as 
the Doctor himself admits these words are for the most 
part literal Scripture. Indeed it is of Ephesians 1:21 
that Dr. Caldwell used the sharp phrase “trying to gild 
the lily.” When one so speaks of the Word of God he 
runs two dangers. First, he is in danger of setting him- 
self up as the judge of the Word of God instead of taking 
the position of the penitent believer—letting the Word of 
God judge him. And, secondly, he is in danger of missing 
some of the meaning that is in God’s Word for hours of 
stress and strain. 

In 1939 when totalitarianism was rampant in Europe the 
Continuation Committee of the World Conference on Faith 
and Order met at Clarens, Switzerland. It considered two 
definitions of the church. These two statements are both 
as rich, as full, as detailed in their recognition of the Head- 
ship of Christ as is our paragraph which Dr. Caldwell con- 
demns as repetitious. The Reformed Church of Holland 
drew up a heroic Pastoral Letter in September, 1941, tak- 
ing issue with the position of the occupying Nazi. The first 
section of this magnificant document is as long as our para- 
graph 8 and quotes many of the same passages as we 
use, such as Phil. 2:9-11, Matt. 28:18, and Eph. 1:20-22. 
Will Dr. Caldwell indict these heroic brethren also with 
rilding the lily because they also appealed to the Christ 
whom God set “‘above all principality, and power and might, 
and every name that is named, not only in this world, 
but also in that which is to come?” Or does he not rather 
stand in admiration and respect for their martyr testi- 
mony? 

Would these full expressions of Christ’s power have 
been too many for Pfarrer Paul Schneider when he was torn 
from his congregations and from his six children and sent 
to a concentration camp, because he had obeyed his pres- 
bytery and hadeome back from exile to minister to his 
flocks. And as he was dying in the Buchenwald concen- 
tration camp was the Presbyterian teaching that God had 
exalted Christ above all the demonic principalities which 
gave dominion and power to his Nazi jailors and that Christ 
would continue exalted above all such might in the world 
to come, merely gilding the lily? Some day when Dr. 
Frank Caldwell leads the hosts of God against such pagan 
powers as the Presbyterians of Germany and Holland met, 
he will find this eighth paragraph more meaningful than 
his article does. 

In particular, his shortened form of this paragraph 
leaves out the Kingship of Christ. And this eighth para- 
graph is the only place in which our standards assert that 
Christ is now, by his resurrection and ascension, upon the 
throne of David. Here only do we echo the testimony of 
Peter at Pentecost (Acts 2:30f) that God has fulfilled his 
promise to David and raised up David’s great Son to sit 
on that throne at the Father’s right hand of which David’s 
throne was the type. If this is left out, the way is open 
for that Dispensationalism which teaches that Christ is 
not now King and will not be King until some future king- 
dom age. The Presbyterian doctrine is that he reigns as 
King now in his invisible kingdom of grace and that he 
will sit upon the throne of his visible glory when he comes 
a second time in his glorious appearing. 


Ill. Meaning 


As our eighth paragraph was taken over bodily from 
the Preface to the Westminster Form of Presbyterial Gov- 
ernment, so our paragraph 9 was taken over in substance 
from “the Second Buke of Discipline’ of the Kirk of Scot- 
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land. The meaning of this paragraph has been radically 
changed in the Plan of Union by the insertion of the word 
and. The “Second Buke’”’ and our book say that Christ 
rules the Church, through his Word and Spirit by the min- 
istry of men, thus mediately exercising his own authority 
and enforcing his own laws. The Plan of Union changes 
this to read: ‘“‘He rules the church through his Word and 
Spirit and by the ministry of men.”” Throwing in that lit- 
tle word and has changed the whole sense of the para- 
graph. According to our book, Dr. Caldwell, for exam- 
ple, is Christ’s instrument when he preaches and when he, 
in company with his fellow presbyters, exercises discipline 
so long as he and they act by Christ’s Word and Spirit. 
But if Dr. Caldwell or I preach or act in judgment apart 
from the Word and the Holy Spirit then such an act is not 
the act of Christ, and if one of us gets the church of God 
to endorse such a merely human word or act he is guilty 
of great presumption. The Plan of Union by inserting and 
claims the authority of Christ for a minister’s acts that 
are not according to his Word or Spirit. 

Nor is this an accidental change. Our book, paragraph 
19, says that, ‘‘The exercise of ecclesiastical power, whether 
joint or several, has the divine sanction, when in conform- 
ity with the statutes enacted by Christ the lawgiver, and 
when put forth by courts or by officers appointed thereunto 
in his Word.” This paragraph 19 is taken over bodily and 
appears as paragraph 9 of chapter 5 in the 1943 Plan 
of Union. But it is wholly deleted in the 1947 Plan of 
Union. The omission in the 1947 Plan is ‘stunningly 
significant.”’ The 1947 Plan of Union is unwilling to 
say that Christ is the lawgiver in the sense of the only 
lawgiver. The 1947 Plan takes the dominant USA posi- 
tion that the church has the authority to make and to en- 
force its own laws. 


OCTOBER 13, 1947 


The 1947 Plan of Union says in chapter 5, section 2, 
that church assemblies ‘‘can call before them any offender 
against the order and government of the church.” Our 
Book of Church Order says that nothing ‘“‘ought to be con- 
sidered by any court as an offense, which cannot be proved 
to be such from Scripture.” In other words, Christ is our 
only lawgiver and his Word is our only law and one is 
only an offender if and when he has violated the teach. 
ing of God’s Word. But in the 1947 Plan of Union the 
Constitution and the General Assembly become added law- 
givers, and their decisions added laws, and one becomes 
an offender when he is out of accord with the order and 
government provided by the Constitution or decrees of the 
General Assembly, and as such may be suspended from the 
sacrament and deposed from the ministry. But our Con- 
fession well says that Christ alone is the Lord of the con- 
science and has left it free from the doctrines and com- 
mandments of men which are in anything contrary to the 
Word or beside it in matter of faith and worship. To this 
grand affirmation Dr. Peck added and Dr. Leslie approved 
the following: SLAVERY TO CHRIST ALONE IS THE 
TRUE AND ONLY FREEDOM OF THE HUMAN SOUL. 
Let us continue to teach with the Prophet Isaiah: The 
LORD is our judge, the LORD is our lawgiver, the LORD 
{is our King. 

No, there is something more than a mere matter of 
words distinguishing the Plan of Union from the Southern 
Presbyterian Book of Church Order in regard to the Lord- 


ship and Headship and Kingship of Christ. Our book pro- 
claims him as the only King in Zion, Head over all things 
to his Body the church. The Plan of Union does not so 
recognize him, but gives much of his kingly authority to 
mere men who often speak without his Word or Spirit. 


More on the Lordship of Christ 


By FRANK H. 


N RESPONSE to my article entitled ‘Putting Words 
Under the Lordship of Christ,” Dr. William Childs 
Robinson has written an article entitled ‘Putting Up 
Other Lords in Lieu of the Sole Lordship of Christ.” With 
a view to clarifying understanding of my article in relation 
to Dr. Robinson’s, I wish to make the following observa- 


tions: 

1. Dr. Robinson says: ‘‘Holding the doctrine of our book 
I disagree with the doctrine of the Plan of Union. Agree- 
ing with the doctrine of the Plan of Union, Dr. Frank H. 
Caldwell is critical of our Book.” It is a gratuitous as- 
sumption that I hold a doctrinal view of the Lordship of 
Christ in relation to the church which is at variance with 
our Book of Church Order. I subscribe to that doctrine of 
our book without reservation and I perceive no significant 
distinction between that doctrine as expounded in our book 
and as expounded in the corresponding document of the 
Plan of Reunion. 

2. In Dr. Robinson’s article he says further: “Naturally 
Dr. Caldwell finds it hard to equate Presbyterian polity 
with the distinction between clergy and laity.”” My ar- 
ticle was not concerned to “equate Presbyterian polity with 
the distinction between clergy and laity.’”’ The statement 
of our book under consideration in my article was: ‘Christ, 
as King, has given to his church, officers, . . all which 
are either expressly set down in Scripture, or by good and 
necessary inference may be deduced therefrom; and to 
which things he commands that nothing be added, and that 
from them naught be taken away.”’ (Chap. II, Section 10.) 


*Dr. Caldwell is president of Louisville Presbyterian 
Theological Seminary; he is a member of the General As- 
sembly’s Committee on Cooperation and Union and a mem- 
ber of the drafting committee which has prepared the Plan 
of Reunion which is now being studied throughout the 
church. 


CALDWELL* 


The critical judgment expressed and illustrated in my 
article was: “Christians of other denominations might well 
be inclined to say that it is arrogant and insulting. But 
let us be very conservative and restrained and just admit 
that it is a bit ambiguous, or misleading, or that it takes 
in rather much territory.” 

The point, if not clear, had nothing to do with attempt- 
ing to state or justify a particular doctrine of ordination, 
of the “clergy,” or of ‘‘the priesthood of all believers.”” The 
point was that, as a matter of Christian courtesy, and as a 
matter of interpretative restraint which would seem to be 
more in accord with that of related passages of the Con- 
fession of Faith, the language of Chap. II, Sec. 10 (but 
not the essential doctrine) might well be modified some- 
what as has been done in the 1947 revision of the Plan 
of Reunion which says at this point: ‘‘3. The Lord Jesus 
Christ, is the only Head of the church, and hath given it 
the ministry, oracles and ordinances of God.” 


No “Gilding the Lily” 


3. In his section on “Language,” Dr. Robinson rebukes 
me for allegedly characterizing the words of Scripture as 
“gilding the lily.”” That would be a possible interpreta- 
tion of one sentence in my article if taken in isolation, and 
I am glad to have the opportunity to clarify my meaning. 
My thought was not that Ephesians 1:21, or any other lan- 
guage of Scripture referring to Christ is, in itself, effusive, 
or of the nature of “gilding the lily.”” Rather, as I thought 
the context made clear, it is the practical effect of the use 
of such language at this particular place in the Book of 
Church Order which seems to me to constitute a “gilding 
of the lily.’”” Previously in my article, the scripturalness 
of the language, the soundness of the doctrine, the desir- 
ability that such doctrine be included in our standards, 
and the fact of its inclusion in the Confession of Faith, 
had been explicitly stated. 

4. Dr. Robinson further states of my article: ‘In par- 
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ticular, his shortened form of this paragraph [accurately, 
that of the Plan] leaves out the Kingship of Christ. And 
this eighth paragraph is the only place in which our stand- 
ards assert that Christ is now, by his resurrection and as- 
cension, upon the throne of David.” With respect to this 
contention, four comments may be made: (1) so far as I 
am aware, this observation is correct; (2) elsewhere in our 
standards, Christ is explicitly acknowledged to be King 
(Cf. Conf. of Faith, Ch. VIII, Sec. 1; Larger Cat., Q. 42, 
45; Shorter Cat., Q. 23, 26.); (3) these same statements 
regarding Christ as King are included in the corresponding 
standards of the Plan of Reunion; (4) if it be desirable, 
from the standpoint of church polity for the term ‘‘King’”’ 
to appear in ‘the Form of Government, Chapter II, of the 
Plan of Reunion, I am aware of no objection to its inclu- 
sion. 


The Use of “And” 


5. In the first two paragraphs of Dr. Robinson’s section 
“Meaning,” he quotes the Plan (Chap. II, Sec. 2): “He 
rules the church through his Word and Spirit and by the 
ministry of men: thus mediately exercising his own au- 
thority . .” Pointing out that the Drafting Committee 
has added the word “and” to the statement as it is in our 
book, he asserts that by this addition the committee 
“changed the whole sense of the paragraph.’”’ Dr. Robin- 
son seems to suspect that by the insertion of this ‘‘and” 
the committee intended this passage to mean: ‘“‘The church 
is sometimes ruled by Christ through his Word and Spirit 
and sometimes by the ministry of men—with or without 
his Word and Spirit.’”” This, alas, is what actually hap- 
pens in church government no matter how the words of its 
constitution are chosen and arranged, but this is not what 
the Plan says or means. The subject of the whole state- 
ment in the Plan is “the” (Christ). The assertion is that 
“he rules . . . through . . his Word and Spirit and the 
ministry of men.’’ What I have understood our committee 
to be trying to say in this passage is accurately illustrated 
by the personal example cited by Dr. Robinson as being the 
meaning of our book, where the ‘‘and”’ is omitted! Why, 
then, was the “and” inserted in the Plan? Certainly not 
to put the rule of the church by “the ministry of men” over 
against its rule by Christ as its only Head, as Dr. Robin- 
son alleges. Subject to correction by others of the Draft- 
ing Committee, my recollection of the ground for this in- 
sertion of ‘‘and’”’ is as follows: The statement of our Book 
seemed to restrict the rule of Christ in his church to the 
operation of his Word and Spirit by the ministry of men. 
It was the considered judgment of the committee that the 
Lordship of Christ is not so restricted, and that a state- 
ment seeking to acribe to him sole Lordship should not 
seem so to restrict him. The means to this end was the 
insertion of ‘‘and’’ to acknowledge that Christ rules his 
church not merely by the ministry of men. 

This is admittedly a statement difficult to frame to every- 
one’s satisfaction. A better wording would be welcomed 
by the committee, I am sure. It is doubtful, however, 
whether we can cope with interpretation by suspicion, and 
Iam sure that no member of the committee would agree 
that “the Plan of Union by inserting and claims the au- 
thority of Christ for a minister’s acts that are not accord- 
ing to his Word or Spirit.” 


Two Different Reasons 


6. In the latter part of Dr. Robinson’s article he points 
to the omission of Par. 19 of our Book from the 1947 
Plan after it was included in the 1943 version (Ch. V, 9). 
This omission is labelled as ‘“‘stunningly significant” and 
that significance is interpreted in terms of the committee’s 
unwillingness to say that “Christ is the only law- 
giver . . .”’ and its readiness to take ‘‘the dominant U. S. A. 
Position that the church has the authority to make and en- 
force its own laws.” 

Let it first be said frankly and simply that this section 
was omitted from the 1947 Plan for two reasons: (1) 
because the committee judged this section to be unsatis- 


THE PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK : 7 


factory, and (2) because, after much effort, the commit- 
tee failed to formulate a satisfactory statement on this 
subject. 

Secondly, putting suspicion and innuendo aside, let the 
reader address his thoughts to the basic question: ‘‘When 
does the exercise of ecclesiastical power have the approval 
(or sanction) of God?’ Some answers occur at once. Ex- 
amples: (1) when it is in accord with the Will of God; 
(2) when it expresses the mind of Christ; (3) when it is 
in harmony with the Word of God, etc., etc. 

But all such answers beg the real question. For at once 
we must ask: ‘“‘How, in terms of the functioning of church 
government, shall it be determined whether a particular 
exercise of ecclesiastical power ‘is in accord with the Will 
of God.’ ” ete. 


A Practical Case 


Or, to put the matter still more concretely, suppose that 
Dr. Blank is charged with heresy in his preaching. Presby- 
tery ‘‘exercises ecclesiastical power’’—it tries him. Follow- 
ing procedures of the Book of Discipline (adopted by the 
church through its ‘‘exercise of ecclesiastical power’’) the 
case is formally presented to the court, each side doubtless 
quoting and interpreting scripture, doctrine, and ecclesias- 
tical law with a view to proving either the guilt or the 
Innocence of the accused. The court then votes its ver- 
dict, and if there is an appeal a higher court of the church 
passes on the case until it reaches the General Assembly, 
where the final ecclesiastical judgment is expressed. But 
the point is that, no matter with what language one an- 
swers verbally the question ‘‘When does the exercise of 
the ecclesiastical power have the sanction of God?’ prac- 
tically the church itself will give the answer in terms of 
which the church will function in relation to the case. If 
by the insertion in the standards of any language whatso- 
ever there can be given thereby the assurance that “in the 
exercise of ecclesiastical power’? the church will do only 
that which has the sanction of God, I am sure any Pres- 
byterian would rejoice in the insertion of that language. 


In fact, if by further changes in the wording of the 
Plan of Union, a Form of Government can be devised which 
is really calculated more fully to realize the Will of God 
for his church, or more vitally to acknowledge the Lordship 
of Christ, those suggested changes will be heartily welcomed 
by the Drafting Committee. That committee, however, can 
hardly hope to meet the demands of interpretation by sus- 
picion. 


MEN WORKING 


Recently a layman—a dentist in Virginia—drove approxi- 
mately 150 miles for a personal interview with Colonel 
LeCraw. “I want to help,’ said this man; “I see this thing 
just as you do. Now, what can I do?”’ 


His job was quickly assigned. He will organize the 
men of his presbytery—the men, who, like himself, want 
a special assignment—to provote the objectives of the As- 
sembly’s program, and to raise the money assigned as 
quotas to local churches there, 
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EDITORIAL 


To Clarify Page Six 

The letters from Mr. Morrison and 
Mr. Lee on page two would seem to re- 
quire a word of explanation. 

We should like to make it very clear 
—that in the listing of groups favoring 
and opposing the Federal Council: (1) 
Groups appearing in each column were 
only samplings; there was no effort to 
list either all types who oppose or all 
who approve; (2) We did not say and 
would not suggest that everyone who 
opposes the Federal Council could be 
listed under one of the paragraphs in- 
dicated, any more than we could list 
all those who favor the Council in the 
other column; (3) We did not suggest 
that any of the opponents of the Coun- 
cil in our church are _ seditionists or 
communists any more than that they 
are members of the’ Roman Catholic 
hierarchy—an absurdity. Nor did we 
mean to suggest, for example, that all 
those who oppose the economic activi- 
ties of the Council or those of some of 
its representatives were old-time, anti- 
labor industrialists, or that all Pre- 
millenialists were opposed to the Coun- 





cil; or that all Fundamentalists are sus- 
picious of their brethren, 

We regret very much that a few ap- 
parently have drawn such inferences, 
and are sorry that we did not make our 
meaning as clear to all our readers : 
it was to us. If any one feels that h« 
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has been unjustly tagged we apologize 
for the ineptness of our language. 

On the other hand we are still con- 
vinced—no one has yet challenged a 
single one of our statements on this 
point—that each group with its accom- 
panying qualifications was truly placed. 

Men and women of fascist sympathies, 
some on the payroll of Nazi Germany, 
did originate many of the charges which 
have been circulated against the Fed- 
eral Council, and which have been 
quoted on the floor of the General As- 
sembly. Their aim was to sow discord 
and division among the forces of Prot- 
estantism, bitterness and hate through- 
out America. 

Communists oppose the _ Federal 
Council because they are opposed to any 
organization that serves to strengthen 
Christianity or to make Christian peo- 
ple more conscious of their social ob- 
ligations. 

The Roman Catholic hierarchy (note 
the hierarchy, not all Roman Catholics) 
opposes the Federal Council because 
only a united Protestanism can thwart 
what seems to be a well-laid plan for 
securing a privileged position for Roman 
Catholicism in our American life, and 
ultimately, many thoughtful observers 
are agreed, for winning the Wnited 
States to Roman Catholicism. 

Dispensationalists generally and at 
least some Premillenialists are predis- 
posed to oppose the Federal Council be- 
cause their theology, contrary to the 
genius of Calvinism, leaves them unin- 
terested and often flatly opposed to the 
Church’s efforts to build a Christian 
world. Their belief in the imminent re- 
turn of our Lord and in the inevitable 
apostasy of the church make them 
more ready to believe that Protestant 
leadership cannot be trusted. 

Many Fundamentalists oppose the 
Council because they believe that Chris- 
tians should not cooperate with fellow- 
Christians unless they are agreed on the 
fundamentals of the faith as understood 
by the Fundamentalists themselves. So 
The Christian Beacon, which spearheads 
the attack against the Federal Council, 
believes that the Presbyterian Church, 
USA—the church of Clarence Macart- 
ney, Robert E. Speer, and John A. Mac- 
kay—is an apostate church, with which 
true Christians must have no relations 
whatsoever, 

There are, as we stated, a good many 
misguided or misinformed people who 
have been influenced by information 
given them by some of the groups listed 
above without their being aware of its 
source, 

We repeat—we do not claim that all 
who oppose the Council belong to one of 
these groups, or have drawn their argu- 
ments from one of these sources. 

None of us agrees with all the actions 
of the Federal Council any more than 
we agree with all the actions of our own 
General Assembly or of some groups 
within the Assembly. 

We do believe that any man who ad- 
vocates withdrawal from the Council 
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should consider carefully and conscien-’ 


tiously whether or not he wishes to 
stand with the groups enumerated 


above, groups which differ among them- - 


selves on many points, but agree in 
their desire to wreck the one organiza- 
tion which constitutes a united force for 
Protestantism; he should consider 
whether or not he wishes to aid and 
abet these groups in this particular 
aim, 

Granted that there are legitimate 
criticisms of some of the Federal Coun- 
cil actions, would it not be better to con- 
tinue to cooperate with Baptists, Metho- 
dists, Episcopalians, Lutherans, Dis- 
ciples, and other leading denominations 
of our country, and to labor to improve 
the organization from within? 

This last, as our study revealed, is 
the overwhelming response—101-5— 
of the trusted, responsible, well-in- 
formed leadership of our church. 


We _ repeat—with which of these 
groups do you wish the Southern Pres- 
byterian Church to be identified? 


What Did Cameron Hall Do? 


Here and there you will find Federal 
Council opponents holding up _ the 
Southern visit last spring of Cameron 
P. Hall, of the Council staff, as a horri- 
ble example of what the Council does. 
They say he was sent into the South by 
the Council to aid in organizing labor. 
They read into a visit to a North Caro- 
lina community a far-flung plan to serve 
as an arm of labor organizations. 

Men can grant that the visit was ill- 
timed, though perhaps any such visit 
would be considered ill-timed by some 
critics. But what did he do (in that 
unfortunate season) ? 


He visited in four places (Chatta- 
nooga, Birmingham, Atlanta and Char- 
lotte) where he met with industrialists 
in informal, unpublicized, private meet- 
ings. Mr. Hall and these men talked 
about the church in its relation to eco- 
nomic life. There were no addresses. 
The meetings were arranged through 
the facilities of the National Associa- 
tion of Manufacturers. 

Mr. Hall was then invited to speak 
briefly at a labor meeting in Concord. 
He agreed on condition that there would 
be no advance publicity. At this meet- 
ing, where he read his address in order 
to be sure of exact quotation, he ex- 
plained the religious principle which 
underlies labor organization. He said, 
“For Americans the right to be a part 
of the life of a labor union is among 
those rights that go with the democratic 
way of life.’””’ He said the churches had 
recognized the right of workers to join 
unions and to bargain collectively long 
before Congress did. He pointed out 
the Christian approach to the exercise 
of the right to organize. He told of 
Christian workers and_ industrialists 
who sincerely are seeking to abide by 
the Christian principle. He pointed to 
larger benefits which men must seek be- 
yond those which come to them in 
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ien-’ wages, hours and working conditions possible publication a statement of his the church’s stamp of approval placed 
s to for themselves—the spiritual benefits of remarks in order to assure correct quo- on such men? _ It looks as if—about 
ited a democracy. From reading his address tation. Critics charged that this was every other week on the average—our 
em- - you gain the idea that he believes that done in advance from Council head- church somewhere makes a big mistake: 
> in if Labor is to have the right kind of quarters because the usual information § either in failing to give enough encour- 
iza- leadership, it will have to be composed for the press, showing his name and ad- agement to a young man who ought to 
for more and more of men and women who dress at the top of the page, gave his go on into the ministry, or in giving 
ider hold to spiritual values and who will home address. If these critics were perhaps too much encouragement to 
and choose a leaderhsip in line with their more aware of the usual customs in the some who ought to be guided into 
tlar ideals. release of news and articles for publica- other channels of life. It does not fol- 

3 When the meeting was over, Mr. Hall tion they would not have made such an low that because a man is unfit for the 
late went to his hotel room and prepared for error. ministry, he is either a poor Christian 
yun- or not useful in other forms of Christian 
On- service; but the fact is that if we en- 
tho- WHERE ARE THE NINE HUNDRED? courage a man to look forward to the 
Dis- ministry who does not belong there, we 
ions By KENNETH J. FOREMAN are making a fundamental mistake. 
‘ove 





There is a financial angle to this, too. 
Considerable numbers of these men re- 
ceived financial assistance from the 


“He that putteth his hand to the pleted one year of college work; 135 


» is plough and looketh back, is not fit for two years; 85 three years and 180 four 





a: the Kingdom of God.”” Luke 9:62. years. 196 had entered seminary; 91 (Committee on Christian Education, as- 
rim had one year of seminary work, 53 two sistance which was rendered with the 
GREAT DEAL of valuable iN- years and 52 three years. (184 had at- approval of presbytery in each case, and 
1e8e formation, sometimes .shocking, {ended neither college nor seminary.) with the express understanding that the 
— sometimes thrilling, lies for the There are two possibilities about each recipient would become a minister. All 
most part buried in the bulky volumes of these 878 men. LEither he should that money went over the dam... may- 
of the combined Reports from our vari- have become a minister, and the church _ be some of it is still going. 
ous official Committees. Back in 1943 has been deprived of a useful leader by 
some startling figures were made public jis droppi t aturely: - it i 
sral : pe pping out prematurely; or it is ss : 
the by the Committee of Christian Educa- ag good thing for the church that he is anton cnene mc cn not 
wie tion and Ministerial Relief; figures pot now a minister, in which case the ote ts. We oy re ways 
oan which might suggest a mystery and cer- church made a mistake in approving ; e neti ten e = e men 
oes tainly pose a problem. him in the first place. Aside from any eanisony ce re pci en ee ere 
— P = , : dates for the ministry, and we can do 
| by The fact is that for the thirty-six fault of the men themselves, is not the _ ia : 
‘ ; ind 5 : : : acao  & better job at keeping up with them 
bor years from 1903 to 1939, out of every church partly to blame in either case? 
‘ ¥ ‘ once we have accepted them. It is a 
aro« three men who were planning to become _ If the man should today be sharing the : fs 
ee P ; 2 ape haunting picture, these nine hundred 
rve ministers in our church, approximately work of the ministry, and the church teins am. tak i ets we ee 
one dropped by the wayside. In those’ suffers by his absence, did the church ; mad When wetness — nd 
ill- years a total of 3,195 candidates for the do its part in keeping his eye fixed on 4 ss died [os ee 
aa , : F Ss — fore those whose sacred duty it is to 
risit ministry were on the rolls of the various’ his goal, helping him over whatever dis- ’ 
: . " Ri judge of his fitness for the ministry of 
ome presbyteries; of these, 1,022 or nearly couragement it was that induced him to ~ ” 
i a? P A Christ, let them remember that long 
‘hat 32%, were dropped from the rolls. Of give up his intention? Did the church precession of mhidieg teen, he nite 
these 1,022, 49 were removed by death, maintain contact with him, did any one il ein il seen pind said 
tte. 29 because of ill health, 66 on account’ in official position know what he was “ ; 
eee) of World War I, leaving nearly 900 who doing in college or elsewhere, did he 
ate dropped out for other reasons. have adequate counseling? Could he WANTED: Assistant Pastor for 
eet- We cannot complain of the deaths, psted igaeeies ee if the large Fleriéa Charen to és pastoral 
a . é chur , e 9 
ked om oe crepes om acoraat of Mf 2 visiting and general church work. 
eco- health in 36 years is not at all a bad On the other hand, if the church was pn a ; Write OUT 
ses. average, War is too well known as a_ well rid of any of these men, as may be Give age ane experience. — . 
ugh smasher of plans to raise any ques- just possible, then why were they taken LOOK, Box A. 
cia- tions about the 66 men who because’ under the wing of presbytery, why was 








of one war never became ministers, But 





eak the rest of those men . . . 878 is too 
ord. . many to lose. That is more than twenty SO | | HWES | ERN 














yuld each year, nearly two every month for 
eet- thirty-six years. Not counting those At Memphis 
“der taken out by death, war or disease, one. 
ex- man every two weeks, on the average, | SOUND IN SCHOLARSHIP 
rich throughout a generation, who had gone CHRISTIAN IN PURPOSE AND SPIRIT 
aid, far enough with his plans to enter the | 
al ministry to get himself enrolled offi- | WRITE FOR ee 
ong cially as a candidate, never became a CATALOGUE 
atic minister after all. What is the matter? 
had ° 
join P ge FROM theological problems Davidson College 
ong which these facts suggest, there 
out are some practical questions in- . 
cise volved. It should be realized that these Builds 
| of young men had more than a vague idea © For Citizenship 
lists or hope of entering the ministry. All ® For the Church 
. by - Of them had been enrolled as candi- ® For Tomorrow 
i to dates, and most of them had gone r 
be- farther.than that. Six hundred forty- John R. Cunningham, President 
in two had entered college; 242 had com- 
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Aeres a 
Fiuaucial Plan 


that may answer 


your problem exactly 





UR ANNUITY GIFT 
plan enables many 
people to secure a safe yet 
attractive income for their 
declining years, and also 
to leave a substantial gift to 
Foreign Missions. 


Upon the gift to our Foreign 
Mission Work of any sum 
from $100 up, we agree to 
pay the donor, or anyone 
else whom he may desig- 
nate, a fixed sum every six 
months for life, the amount 
of payment being based on 
the recipient's age. 


An attractive income is guar- 
anteed, unaffected by de- 
pressions or other adversi- 
ties that affect the yield of 
other investments. None of 
the gift is used for mission 
work until our lifetime obli- 
gation to the annuitant has 
been completed. 


There are still other attrac- 
tive features for you in these 
annuity gifts. Write today 
for a copy of our FREE book- 
let that gives you all the de- 
tails. Please use coupon 
below. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF 
FOREIGN MISSIONS 
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH IN THE US. 
113 16th Ave., S., 
Nashville 4, Tenn. 





CURRY .3. HEARN, Treasu er, 
Executive Committee of For ign Missions, 
Presbyteria. Churchinthe J.S 
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CHURCH NEWS 





Snedecor Moderator 
Points to New Day 


Snedecor Memorial Synod, meeting 
recently in Heidelberg, Miss., heard its 
retiring moderator, Moses E. James of 
Bethel church, Florence, §. C., preach 
on “Facing a New Day.” Mr. James’ 
text was Joshua 1:2: ‘‘Moses my serv- 
ant is dead; now therefore arise, go 
over this Jordan, thou, and all this peo- 
ple, unto the land which [| do give to 
them, even to the children of Israel.” 

In the new day which is facing the 
Negro membership of the church, he 
said, the church agencies and particu- 
larly the committee on Negro work 
would be assured of the whole-hearted 
support of the synod, He urged minis- 
ters to arouse themselves and shoulder 
the responsibilities, pressing forward 
into the Land of Promise ‘for God will 
be with us.” 

Mr. James was succeeded by Elder 
W. L. Dansby of the Brown Memorial 
church, Tuscaloosa, Ala. He is the first 
layman to be elected moderator in the 
synod’s history. R. D. Roulhac was 
named stated clerk and Moses E. James, 
permanent clerk. 

Three representatives from the Com- 
mittee on Woman’s Work attended the 
meeting, pledging cooperation in the 
program of the synod. These leaders 
were Miss Louise B. Miller, Mrs. W. 
Murdoch MacLeod and Mrs. A. L. 
Devarieste. Mrs. Devarieste became full 
time worker for the synod, under ap- 
pointment of the Woman’s Department, 
beginning October 1. Deep appreciation 
of the services of Miss Louise Miller, 
who has been in the field work and is 
now returning to Korea, was expressed 
by the synod. 

A. R. Batchelor, Assembly’s director 
of Negro work, brought a message of 
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hope and encouragement to the synod. 
Steps were taken by the synod to secure 
the fulltime services of L. W. Bottoms, 
Louisville, Ky., as regional director of 
religious education beginning next 
April. 7 

A strong statement on behalf of con- 
tinued membership in the Federal Coun- 
cil of Churches was made by J. H. M. 
Boyce, Houston pastor, as he urged 
members of the synod to work to con- 
tinue Southern Presbyterian affiliation 
with the Council. 


Progress Program and 


College Fund Urged 


Enthusiastic endorsement of the Pres- 
byterian Program of Progress and the 
designation of a new $500,000 campaign 
for King College were high lights of the 
recent meeting of the Synod of Appa- 
lachia in Montreat. T. A. Freeman, 
Tazewell, Va., pastor was elected mod- 
erator, succeeding Thomas P. Johnston. 

The King College drive follows a suc- 
cessful effort of the past four years 
when $500,000 in endowment money 
was given. James L. Fowle of Chatta- 
nooga will head the new committee, as 
he did the old. 


Appalachia slipped from first place 
among the synods in per capita giving 
to benevolences, with Texas (because 
of its educational campaign) forging 
ahead. Full quotas for Assembly causes 
were accepted by the synod—$205,650; 
and $582,000 for the Program of Pro- 
gress in the next five years. 


Frank W. Price, outstanding mission- 
ary to China, spoke to the synod on 
“China in the Awakening Asia.’’ Dr. 
Price was recently named secretary of 
the Church of Christ in China, a union 
of 15 branches of Presbyterian and Re- 
formed mission groups. 

Other speakers included W. B. Ward, 
Elkins, W. Va., on visitation evangel- 





WESTMINSTER COLLEGE 


A Presbyterian College for Men 
Fulton, Missouri 


Nearly a century of proved ability to 
meet current needs and retain the 
values of a liberal education that is 
Christian, 


Thoroughness in Instruction 
Friendliness on the Campus 
Sound Personal Guidance 


Franc L. McCluer, President 











MARY BALDWIN 
COLLEGE 


STAUNTON, VIRGINIA 
Oldest Southern Presbyterian Col- 
lege for Women 


For information write: 
Mrs. Martha S. Grafton 
Acting President 











RABUN GAP-NACOOCHEE 


SCHOOL 
Rabun Gap, Ga. 

Fully accredited senior high school. 
Christian influences. Moderate rates, 
Work opportunities, Scholarship aid. 
Dr. George C. Bellingrath, President 
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ism; Roy LeCraw, on the Progress Pro- 
gram; Harry G. Goodykoontz on student 
work; J. Rupert McGregor on Montreat; 
Donald W. Richardson on Union Semi- 
nary, and W. A. Benfield, Jr., on Louis- 
ville Seminary; R. T. L. Liston on King 
College; Mrs. C. E. Dorsey on woman’s 
work. 

C. Grier Davis, Asheville pastor, was 
nominated to the Montreat College 
board of trustees; M. R. Williamson, 
Waynesville, was appointed to the 
historical foundation; H. B. Dendy, 
Weaverville, was named the synod’s 
trustee to the Mountain Retreat Asso- 
ciation board. 

Next year Appalachia ministers and 
elders will meet at the Knoxville First 
church September 21. 


(EDITORS’ NOTE.—tThis report was 
based on information supplied by Joel 
B. Whitten, Jr., Pulaski, Va.) 


Mrs. B. R. Lacy, Jr., Dies 


Mrs. B. R. Lacy, Jr., wife of the presi- 
dent of Union Seminary in Richmond, 
died in. a Christiansburg, Va., hospital 
following a heart attack Sunday night, 
October 5. Dr. and Mrs. Lacy were 
visiting their oldest son and his wife at 
the time, Mrs. Lacy was born Emma 
White, daughter of Dr. and Mrs. W. 
McC, White, well-known minister-family 
of Raleigh, N. C. 


RADIO 








ANDREW R. BIRD, JR. 

On Sunday, October 19, the pastor of 
the First church, Huntington, W. Va., 
will be the preacher on the Presbyterian 
Hour over a southwide independent net- 
work of more than 50 stations. Mr. 
Bird’s subject will be ‘““‘What Shall We 
Do to Be Saved?”” This will be heard 
at 8:30 A. M. (EST). 

Next in the series, and the concluding 
one for this season, will be Lloyd Court- 
ney of Lewisburg, W. Va., October 26. 
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Do It Now 


You intend to respond to the call of the General Assembly to 
increase the $3,000,000 prior service fund that made the Min- 
isters’ Annuity Fund possible, ‘‘so that our retired ministers 


and those soon to retire may received more adequate provision.’’ 
“Do it Now !?” 
Do ‘you propose some day to make a gift? 


Do you plan to invest some money in an Annuity Agree- 


ment? 


Do you intend to remember this sacred Cause in your last 


will and testament? 


Do it Now. Act Today. 


Presbyterian Church in the United States 
Ministers’ Annuity Fund 
Rev. Wade H. Boggs, D. D., Secy. Rev.Wm. H. Hopper, D. D., Treas. 
410 Urban Building, Louisville 2, Ky. 











STAMMER? 


This new 128-page book, “Stammering, 
Its Cause and Correction,” describes the 
Bogue Unit Method for scientific 
correction of stammering and 
stuttering — successful for 45 

years. Free—no obligation. 


Benjamin N. Bogue, Dept. 6812 Circle 
Tower, Indianapolis 4, ind. 
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QUEENS COLLEGE 


Charlotte 7, N. C. 


Boarding students desiring to attend 
Queens College in 1948-49 are urged to 
enroll early. Applications for this time 
of year far exceed those of previous 
years. 

Hunter B. Blakely, President 











1776 Hampden-Sydney College 1947 


A Christian Liberal Arts College 
With One Hundred and Seventy-Two 
Years of Notable Educational Service 
Enroll Now for 1948-1949 
Edgar G. Gammon, President, Hampden-Sydney, Va. 








PRESBYTERIAN JUNIOR COLLEGE 


Begin September, January, June or July 
Standard Freshman. and Sophomore Courses leading to A. A. or A. S. Degree 
Preparatory: 10th, 11th, 12th grades. 
Veterans Refresher. 
Two years Business Administration. 
Flight: Private Pilot, Commercial. Instructor Rating. 
Aircraft and Engine Mechanics. 
Apartments available for married students. 
Registration fee $5.00 


Box B-4, Maxton, N. C. 
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THE SIXTH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH 
Washington, D. c. 


CARILLONIC BELLS 
Like a Prayer 


in Music 


In hundreds of churches, CARIL- 
LONIC BELLS has proved that its 
beautiful music contributes out- 
standingly to increased church 
attendance, to a deeper awareness of 
the church’s presence and message. 


As the Rev. Mr. Garner of Wash- 
ington’s Sixth Presbyterian Church, 
writes: ““Through ‘Carillonic Bells,’ 
we have been able to inspire and 
refresh Christian faith for the thou- 
sands of people who hear its music.” 


This modern electronic carillon 
has a glowing richness of tone, a 
matchless accuracy and clarity, that 
make it the choice of those who 
select a carillon by the proper gauge 
—its audible beauty. It can be played 
as a solo instrument or in combina- 
tion with the organ. It can be in- 
stalled in your church tower with- 
out additional construction, its cost 
is surprisingly moderate. We shall 
be glad to send you further details, 
if you will write us at Dept. Po-8. 


! 2 Schulmerch 


ELECTRONICS, ixc 





“*CARILLONIC BELLS’ © TOWER MUSIC SYSTEMS © ACOUSTIC 
CORRECTION UNITS © SOUND DISTRIBUTION SYSTEMS © CHURCH HEARING AIDS 


SELLERSVILLE, PA. 





MITCHELL COLLEGE 


A coeducational institution, distinctive 
in Christian ideals, founded in 1856. Out- 
atanding departments in music and busi- 
ness. Fully accredited academic work for 
first two years of college. Approved for 
training Veterans under Public Law 16 
and Public Law 346 (G. I. Bill). Reason- 
able costs. For catalogue, address: 

JOHN MONTGOMERY, Pres., 
Statesville, N. C. - 
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MINISTERIAL 
MENTION 


CHANGES 

J. Graham Spurrier, formerly of 
Charlotte, N. C., was installed as pastor 
of the Mars Hill church, Athens, Tenn., 
October 5. 

W. W. Sprouse, pastor of the Third 
church, Staunton, Va., for 30 years, has 
announced his intention to retire at the 
end of 1947. 

Dunean N. Naylor, Army chaplain, 
from Ft. Bragg, N. C., to 315 Hastings 
Hall, 600 W. 122nd St., New York 27. 

J. T. Barham from Spencer, N. C., to 
Route 4, Statesville, N. C. 

John W. Carpenter from Harrods- 
burg, Ky., to 1247 W. Va. Ave., Dunbar, 
W. Va. 

E. T. Boyer from Tallahasee, Fla., to 
1204 Rennie Ave., Richmond 22, Va. 

A. A. Walker from St. Petersburg, 
Fla., to 2134 Crescent Ave., Charlotte, 
N. C. 

E. G. Culley from Coahoma, Texas, 








to 6415 Longview St., Houston 10, 
Texas. 
Chas. W. Anderson from Detroit, 


Mich., to 1705 Victoria, Lincoln Park, 
Mich. 

Hubert H. Hopper from Midland, 
Texas, to 309 N. 9th St., McAllen, Texas. 





INVEST IN YOUNG LIFE 
For particulars, write 


Dr. W. B. Guerrant, Pres. 


Austin College 


Sherman, Texas 


Founded 1849 








The Austin College Association Hall 
is the oldest student YMCA building 
west of the Mississippi River 
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John Morrison from Montreat, N. C., 
to 138 Douglas St., S. E., Atlanta, Ga. 

Cc. R. Bixler from Covington, Va., to 
Sharon, §S. C. 

Chas. S. Spencer from Edisto Island, 
S. C., to Box 385, Lockhart, S. C. 

Howard F. Newman from Kenly, N. 
C., to Selma, N. C. 

W. H. McFadden, Kansas City, Mo., 
has accepted a call to the Macon Road 
church, Memphis, Tenn. 

Z. T. Osborn, formerly of Dardanelle, 
Ark., has entered upon his new pastor- 
ate at the Parkview church, Memphis, 
Tenn. 

D. S. McCarty from Roanoke, Va., to 
607 Elm St., Mt. Airy, N. C. 

G. Coleman Luck from Tonkawa, 
Okla., to c/o Moody Bible Institute, 153 
Institute Place, Chicago 10. 

R. A. Deison from Dallas, Texas, to 
5303 Sunshine Drive, Austin, Texas. 


CLINICAL TRAINING COUNCIL 

Lewis J. Sherrill of the Louisville 
Seminary faculty, was elected corre- 
sponding secretary of the Council for 
Clinical Training at a meeting of the 
board of governors in New York re- 
cently. 


SON TO FATHER 

When John A. Garber, formerly of 
the Presbyterian Church, USA, was in- 
stalled. as pastor of the Clifton church 
in Atlanta, recently, the charge to the 
pastor was delivered by his son, Paul L. 
Garber of the Agnes Scott faculty. 


ROCKEFELLER CHAPEL 

John B. Thompson, pastor of the 
First church (USA), Norman, Okla., 
and associate professor of the philos- 
ophy of religion at the University of 
Oklahoma, has been named dean of the 
Rockefeller Memorial Chapel at the 
University of Chicago. Dean Thompson 
will succeed Charles W. Gilkey who re- 
tired with emeritus status in July. 





INTERESTING FACTS 


Milk contains all 10 of the “amino 
acids” essential to growth! 


DAIRY CO. 


“The Home of Better Milk’’ 
1810-18 W. Main St. Dial 5-2838 














sities, 


Maryville 
College 





Liberal Arts, Coeducational, Presbyterian. Ac- | 
credited by Association of American Univer- | 
Southern Association, National Associa- 

tion of Schools of Music, American Association 

of University Women, American Medical 
sociation, 
mester for tuition, fees, room, board, and may 


As- 


etc. Charges average $240 per se- 


be met in part by self-help. Address 
i 
Founded 1819 RALPH WALDO LLOYD, President i 
Maryville, Tennessce j 




















OCTOBER 13, 1947 


BIBLE STUDY 





THE PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK 


The Creative Power of Faith 


By ERNEST TRICE THOMPSON 
SUNDAY SCHOOL LESSON FOR OCTOBER 19 


Hebrews 11:1-8, 39-40; 12:1-2. 


(Quotations are from the Revised Stand- 
ard Version.) 

The times call not for men who 
shrink, but for men who dare; not for 
men who are fearful, but for men who 
are bold. So it is in our times; so it 
was when some unknown author wrote 
the letter to the Hebrews. 

The epistle was written probably to 
Jewish Christians in Rome shortly after 
the outbreak of the Domitian persecu- 
tion (about 85 A. D.). Its recipients 
had endured a great deal of suffering. 
“They had been held up to public scorn. 
Reproaches and taunts had been heaped 
upon their heads. Many of them had 
been imprisoned, Others had their 
property confiscated, They were not al- 
lowed, as we are told in the Book of 
Revelation (18:17) to buy or sell in the 
market places. Every effort was taken 
to make the boycott as complete as pos- 
sible. A systematic attempt was being 
made to establish Caesar worship on an 
extensive scale—and the clash between 
Christianity and Caesar worship en- 
tailed untold sufferings upon the fol- 
lowers of Christ. To profess the Chris- 
tian faith meant the risk of martyrdom 
and the certainty of petty persecution 
in the ordinary vocations of life.’ 
(Abingdon Bible Commentary.) Under 
these circumstances many of the ‘He- 
brews’”’ were tempted to apostasize, to 
return to the Jewish faith, which once 
had sheltered them, and which evidently 
was making every effort to reclaim 
those who had wandered from its fold. 

The author’s purpose is to exhort 
these Jewish Christians to hold on to 
Jesus Christ by bringing out as lucidly 
and persuasively as possible the full 
meaning of God’s revelation in Jesus. 

In the first two chapters he argues 
that Jesus is better than the prophets, 
who in other ages had been God’s 
spokesmen; better than the angels, who 
mediated God’s revelation to Moses. 
Jesus has brought us then the perfect 
and final revelation of the Father. 

In chapters 3-10 he argues that Jesus 
is better than Moses and Joshua, who 
led God’s redeemed host into the 
Promised Land; better than Aaron and 
the Aaronic priesthood who had served 
as mediators between God and man. 
Jesus has brought us then the perfect 
and final redemption from sin. 

In 10:19-13:25 we have the applica- 
tion of the argument and the concluding 
exhortations. Thus in 10:19 the author 
exhorts his readers to draw near to God 
by the new and living way opened to 
them by Jesus Christ, and in vs. 23 to 


hold fast to the confession of their hope 
without wavering, In 10:26-30 he 
warns them of the penalty of apostasy 
—“if we sin deliberately after receiving 
the knowledge of the truth, there no 
longer remains a sacrifice for sins, but 


a fearful prospect of judgment...” In 


10:32-39 he encourages them by the 
memories of their past, that steadfast- 
ness which they used to have, and which 
he is confident that they will continue 
to show— ‘‘We are not of those who 
shrink back and are destroyed, but of 
those who have faith and keep their 
souls.” And this leads him in our pres- 
ent chapter to explain the nature of 
faith, to illustrate what faith has ac- 
complished in the past, to exhort them 
to imitate Christ, ‘the pioneer and per- 
fecter of our faith, who for the joy that 
was set before him endured the cross, 
despising the shame, and is seated at 
the right hand of the throne of God.”’ 


I. The Nature of Faith, 11:1-3. 


The writer does not attempt to give 
a scholastic definition of faith, but to 
emphasize certain aspects of faith which 
give men the moral and spiritual power 
which they need in times of crisis. 
“Faith,” he says, “is the assurance of 
things hoped for, the conviction of 
things not seen.’”” As Herbert L. Willett 
comments in the 20th Century Quar- 
terly, faith is defined here ‘“‘as the con- 
fidence that we shall realize our highest 
hopes and the absolute conviction that 
powers and forces which we cannot see 
actually exist. It is the opposite of a 
materialistic reliance upon only that 
which can be grasped and possessed.”’ 

Thomas Carlyle once asked Bishop 
Wilberforce if he had a creed. ‘Yes, I 
have,’’ said the Bishop, ‘“‘but I am some- 
times bewildered at the length of time 
it takes for right to triumph.” Where- 
upon Carlyle replied, “If you have a 
creed, you can afford to wait.’ With 
the same thought in mind, Emerson 
once remarked: ‘‘The lesson of life is 
to believe what the years and the cen- 
turies have to say against the hours.’’ 
Dr. A. Raymond Grant comments: 
‘When we have made this discovery for 
ourselves, we become aware that the 
primal forces of the universe are on our 
side. Furthermore such a long look 
gives us a much heeded poise; it also 
inwardly fortifies us against the clamor 
of the temporal and fleeting. As be- 
lievers in God we can afford to wait ...”’ 
(From “The Upward Look,” published 
by Houghton-Mifflin Co.) It was this 
kind of faith, faith in the future, faith 
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in the unseen, the writer goes on to ex- 
plain, which enabled heroic men of old 
to live so that they won the manifest 
approval of God. History makes it clear 
that God has placed his approval upon 
men who have such faith. An indis- 
pensable element in this faith is the con- 
viction that the world is not the pro- 
duct of blind, mechanical force, that 
matter—that which is seen—is not the 
ultimate reality, that history is not 
meaningless, without purpose or end, 
but that back of the creation, and back 
of all human history is the fact of God. 

To consider: What philosophy of life 
is being inculcated in the public schools 
of your city, in the schools and colleges 
attended by your young people? Does 
it make any difference whether one be- 
lieves that the ultimate reality is God, 
or chance? 


II. Heroes of the Faith, 11:4-10, 18, 
39-40. 


The author’s purpose in this section 
is to show what faith has done for the 
heroic figures of their past history, to 
exhibit its moral power, to illustrate 
how it enables men to triumph over diffi- 
culties, and often times to achieve the 
seeming impossible, and so to win God’s 
benediction upon their efforts; as West- 
cott puts it, ‘He shows that the spiritual 
history of the world is a history of the 
victories of faith.” 

He begins by giving us three examples 
from the early history of mankind— 
illustrating faith’s value in three dif- 
ferent relationships. 

First, in the realm of worship. “By 
faith Abel offered a more acceptable. 
sacrifice than Cain.” Evidently “Abel 
understood, as Cain did not, that God 
expects and requires from men the best 
they have, and not merely a casual gift 
or a word of thanks.” (H. L. Willett.) 
And “through his faith he is still speak- 
ing,’’ i. e., the lesson of his life is still 
a living message to mankind. 

Second, in the realm of fellowship. 
“By faith, Enoch was taken up so that 
he should not see death.” In Genesis 
we read that “Enoch walked with God 
and he was not, for God took him.” 
(5:24.) The Septuagint translation, 
used by the apostles, interprets this to 
mean that Enoch had been translated, 
that his body did not see corruption, 
and it is this to which the present writer 
refers. The point is that, living in a 
corrupt age, faith enabled Enoch to en- 
joy a fellowship with God which not 
even death could destroy. To enjoy such 
fellowship with God, says the writer, 
we must believe that God is, and also 
that he rewards those who seek him, 
i. e., that he is morally active in the 
world. 

Third, in the realm of moral en« 
deavor. ‘By faith, Noah, being warned 
by God concerning events as yet unseen, 
took -heed and constructed an ark for 
the saving of his household.’”’ Noah was 
called upon to act decisively, to separate 
himself from the evil ways of all those 
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about him, to make it evident that he 
believed that human sin brought inevi- 
table judgment. ‘His faith was visibly 
presented to the eyes of his contem- 
poraries by the construction of the ark. 
Through this then he condemned the 
unbelieving world, as witnessing to the 
divine destruction which was to come 
upon them in just recompense for their 
deeds.”’ (Westcott.) 

Faith then enables man to offer ac- 
ceptable worship to God, to enjoy divine 
fellowship with him, to act in response 
to the divine will, whatever be the at- 
titude of one’s contemporaries. 

In vss, 8-22 the writer draws his les- 
sons from the patriarchs. We are con- 
cerned only with the faith of Abraham. 
It is displayed under three different 
aspects. First, it was faith which 
obeyed, in spite of all of life’s uncer- 
tainties, “By faith Abraham obeyed... 
and he went out, not knowing where 
he was to go.” The point is that 
Abraham gave up homeland and kindred 
in faith upon the invisible God, not 
knowing what he was to receive. And 
so we must be prepared to give up all 
things, if necessary, not asking to see 
the distant scene, but only the one step 
which lies just ahead. Second, it was 
a faith which endured. “By faith he 
sojourned in the land of promise, as in 
a foreign land, living in tents...” He 
did not lose heart or hope, when he 
reached the land appointed for him, and 
the promise failed to materialize, Death 
itself did not destroy his hope (vs. 13). 
The explanation for this unshakable 
faith is found in vss. 10 and 13. It was 
founded not on man but on God, and 
looked beyond the boundaries of this 
life. And so it must be with us. Our 
faith must weather disappointment, the 
postponement of reward, even death it- 
‘self. We hope there will not be a third 
world war, but if it should come we still 
will not despair, for we too look forward 
to the city which has foundations, whose 
builder and maker is God. Finally, 
though it goes beyond our assignment, 
we should note that Abraham’s faith 
was a faith which did not shrink from 
the ultimate sacrifice. ‘By faith Abra- 
ham, when he was tested, offered up 
Isaac...” 

In vss. 23-31 the writer passes to the 
time of Moses, and in vss. 32-40, to the 
subsequent history of Israel. He sees 
here that he cannot continue in the 
same detail which he has heretofore 
followed. And so he gathers up some 
of the great heroes of faith in a final 
eloquent summary. 

“These all,” he concludes, “though 
well attested by their faith, did not re- 
ceive what was promised ...”’ In other 
words faith helped them to live well, 
so that God and men generally bear wit- 
ness to their moral character, neverthe- 
less they did not receive what they had 
looked for. A. B. Davidson raised the 
question, Does this not look like say- 
ing that faith entices men into a heroic, 
arduous career that will win for them a 
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barren renown by promises of a future 
which in the form these assume to the 
imagination will never be realised? ‘‘It 
does,’”’ he answers, ‘‘and the fact is even 
so, and it is a great fact in human ex- 
perience, this illusiveness of life—a 
bitter fact till it is understood and ac- 
cepted as an essential element in the 
Divine discipline of character. The 
writer of our epistle would not conceal 
the truth from his readers, even though 
it might tend to defeat his purpose to 
inspire them with the spirit of fortitude 
by suggesting depressing, pessimistic 
thoughts and dark questions, whether 
it was worth while living nobly if the 
end was to be disappointment.” But he 
does explain why the fulfillment of the 
promise had been delayed. It was “‘not 
owing to any defect in their faith, nor 
to any fault in God, but on account of 
his far reaching purpose in history.”’ It 
is God’s purpose that the fulfillment of 
the promise should come through Jesus 
Christ, and that it should be a fulfill- 
ment in which many others should 
share. And so we come to 


Ill. The Challenge of Faith, 12:1-2. 


As H. T. Andrews writes in the Abing- 
don Bible Commentary: “The writer in 
this paragraph depicts the Christian 
life as a race in the amphitheatre, The 
metaphor is borrowed from the Greek 
games. There is the arena surrounded 
by tiers of seats which are thronged by 
spectators who watch the various con- 
tests and cheer on their chosen cham- 
pions. The conditions of success are de- 
scribed. The runners throw off all their 
superfluous garments that they may be 
free to exert their maximum strength 
and gain their maximum speed. Their 
footsteps never flag and their efforts are 
never relaxed. Their eyes are fixed 
steadily upon the goal and they strain 
every nerve to win the prize.” 

The witnesses who cheer us on in our 
Christian race are the heroes of the 
faith whom the writer has enumerated. 
Does he mean that they actually look 
on and know what we do, or merely 
that we should be inspired by their ex- 
ample? Certainly the latter, and some 
think the former as well. If so, there 
may be others who are eager spectators 
of our actions—men and women of 
other generations, our own loved ones, 
for example. 

If we are to run well we must lay 
aside every weight—that is, any encum- 
brance that handicaps us, whether it be 
something which in itself is good, bad, 
or indifferent, ‘Put unmetaphorically, 
the thought is that no high end” like 
our Christian aim “is possible apart 
from a steady, unflinching resolve to do 
without certain things. What these 
encumbrances are the writer does not 
say; he implies that if people will set 
themselves to the course of faith in this 
difficult world, they will soon discover 
what hampers them.”’ (Moffatt.) They 
differ of course for different individuals. 
We must also lay aside “sin which 
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clings so closely.”” The writer does not 
mean that we must lay aside every ‘“‘be- 
setting” sin, but sin, every sin, all sin, 
which like a clinging garment hampers 
our Christian race. 

So far he has been speaking nega- 
tively. More positively we are exhorted 
to run with perseverance (there are so 
many temptations for us to relax our 
efforts) the race that is set before us 
(“not waiting for a pleasanter, easier 
course, but accepting that which is ap- 
pointed and recognizing the difficulties 
as constituent parts of the race’’), look- 
ing away from all that distracts us, not 
once, or twice, but continually unto 
Jesus, who has himself sustained the 
struggle which we bear, and who will 
bestow upon us faith’s final reward 
(‘the pioneer and perfecter of our 
faith”); looking unto Jesus who for the 
joy that was set before him (i. e., 
the work of redemption accomplished 
through him) endured the cross, despis- 
ing the shame. The special shame which 
Jesus endured was the shame of the 
cross. “This, says the writer, Jesus did 
not allow to stand between him and 
loyalty to the will of God. It is one 
thing to be sensitive to disgrace and dis- 
paragement, another thing to let these 
hinder us from doing our duty. Jesus 
was sensitive to such emotions; he felt 
disgrace keenly. But instead of allow- 
ing these feelings to cling to his mind 
he rose above them.” (Moffatt.) And 
so must we, Recall G. A. Studdert- 
Kennedy’s poem: “The Great Wager.” 


How is it proved? 

It isn’t proved, you fool; 
proved. 

How can you prove a victory before 

It’s won? How can you prove a man 
who leads 

To be a leader worth the following, 

Unless you follow to the death, and out 

Beyond mere death, which is not any- 
thing 

But Satan’s lie upon eternal life? 

Well—God’s my leader, and I hold that 
he 

Is good, and strong enough to work his 
plan 

And purpose out to its appointed end, 


it can’t be 


I walk in crowded streets, where men 

And women, mad with lust, loose-lipped, 
and lewd, 

Go promenading down to hell’s wide 
gates; 

Yet have I looked into my mother’s eyes 

And seen the light that never was on 


sea 

Or land, the light of love, pure love and 
true, 

And on that love I bet my life.... 


... I bet my life on beauty, truth, 


And love! not abstract, but incarnate 
truth; 

Not beauty’s passing shadow, but its 
self, 


Its very self made flesh—love realized. 
I bet my life on Christ, Christ crucified. 


Jesus endured the cross, despising the 
shame, and is seated at the right hand 
of the throne of God. Paul draws the 
lesson: “If we have died with him, we 
shall also live with him; if we endure, 
we shall also reign with him; if we 
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deny him, he also will deny us; if we 
are faithless, he remains faithful—tfor 
he cannot deny himself.” (2 Tim. 2:11.) 





BOOK NOTES 


CHRISTIANITY TODAY. Edited by 
Henry Smith Leiper. Morehouse-Gor- 
ham Company, New York. 452 pp. 
$5.00. 

I cannot recall when [I have read a 
book as fascinating as this present vol- 
ume. The editor invited authorities on 
the church in forty-two nations or areas 
to write on the present state of the 
church in their respective areas. Dr. 
Leiper asked these writers to keep such 
questions as the following in mind: 

“How has’ organized Christianity 
emerged from the war in your country? 
What outstanding changes do you note? 
Is there more (or less) tendency to co- 
operation and unity of spirit? What 
about leadership—old and new? Is 
there more (or less) lay leadership? 
Can you venture a prediction as to 
probable future developments in the 
churches of your country?” 

These writers tell the story of what 
the past few years have done to the 
church in their areas. They have given 
a brief, vivid, up to date report of the 
present state of the Christian church 
in these areas. 

Laymen will read the book with 
pleasure and profit. A minister who 
wants the latest information as to what 
is going on as concerning the Christian 
church over the world can hardly afford 
to be without the volume, There are 
spots in which the reading casts a spell 
of gloom, On the other hand, there are 
stories that thrill and encourage. 

One of the most interesting parts of 
the story is that concerning the efforts 
toward closer cooperation and union 
that are being made all over the world. 
A strong tide is running in that direc- 
tion. Many believe that the power of 
the Holy Spirit is back of that tide. 

CHARLES L. KING. 

Houston, Texas. 





THE DIVINE IMPERATIVE. A Study 
in Christian Ethics. By Emil Brunner. 
The Westminster Press, Philadelphia, 
1947. 728 pages, $6.50. 

The Westminster Press deserves the 
thanks of the church for making avail- 
able one of the great books of our gen- 
eration on Christian living. For Dr. 


. Brunner, ethics is not a system of prin- 


ciples or laws, but ‘“‘Christian ethics is 
the science of human conduct as it is 
determined by Divine conduct.’’ The 
Divine conduct has been revealed in the 
Scriptures and in the Cross, and has 
been realized in the experience of those 
who have received God’s gracious, justi- 
fying love and have been united to him. 
The Divine Imperative for such a one 
is to love God supremely, but we mani- 
fest our love for God when we love our 
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fellow men. Loving our fellowman 


means doing for him what the love of 


God wills should be done for him here 
and now. We cannot lay down legal- 
istic principles as to how we should 
treat our fellowman, but must ever be 
under the guidance of the Spirit of God 
so that we will express his loving will 
for them in each particular Situation. 
The second half of the book deals with 
the Christian’s relation to organized 
society—to the family and marriage, to 
labor, to the state and to the church. 
He discusses how we, as new creatures 
in Christ, called to a perfect life of love, 
may yet satisfactorily live for God, al- 
though we are sinners and live in the 
midst of a sinful society. Dr. Brunner 
is realistic in his approach to the prob- 
lems, and the reviewer has found him 
most helpful. This book is not easy 
reading. It will seem wordy at times, 
but it will richly repay the careful 
reader the cost in money, time and 
effort, whether he be preacher or lay- 
man, J. E. BEAR. 
Richmond, Va. 


INSIDE THE UNITED NATIONS. A 
discussion guide on religion and the 
peace. A 44-page pahphlet issued by 
The Church Peace Union and World 
Alliance for International Friendship 
Through the Churches, 70 5th Ave., 
New York 11. 15 cents each. 
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£ CHOIR GOWNS - VESTMENTS 
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pointments - Altar Brass Goods 
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Your Book Stores 


The Presbyterian Book Stores 
are operated by the Presbyterian 
Committee of Publication as a 
service to the membership of the 
Presbyterian Church, U. S. Any 
book in print may be secured from 
them. Supplies for church and 
Sunday school are handled by 
them, Correspondence about your 
special needs and interests will be 
welcomed. Free catalogs upon re- 
quest. Profits are devoted to the 
Religious Education program of 
the Church. 





Richmond 9, Va., cr Dallas 1, Tex. 
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Let’s Dramatize Freedom 
Spiritually 


If 25,000 pastors preach on “Perils To 
Freedom” on Columbus Day, October 12th— 
that will be news. It will attract wide at- 
tention, command real interest, and ac- 
complish great good. 

It now appears as though 25,000 pastors 
will do just that in response to the request 
of Spiritual Mobilization, a twelve year 
old Crusade on behalf of spiritual Free- 
iom. 


You do not need to affiliate with our or- 
ganization to help make this Crusade a 
striking success. You prepare your own 
sermon without any suggestions from our 
headquarters unless you request tracts 
which we believe may prove helpful. 

Your local newspaper is inquiring 
whether YOU will do it so that they can 
release publicity for the occasion. Send 
in, therefore, the tearoff below AT ONCE. 


Whether you desire to compete for the 
$5,000 in prizes is up to you and you 
need not do so in order to help make this 
Crusade effective! 


This opportunity cuts across all denomi- 
national and theological lines. It is for ~ 
every pastor who believes that man as a 
child of God has certain inalienable rights 
that the state must not usurp and who 
believes it is the duty of the church to 
vigorously champion these rights. 

Freedom is in peril—in America—Now. 
Will you rally to its support? I shall hope 
to hear from you immediately for the time 
is short and the issue is vital for every 
Minister of Christ. 


James W. Fifield, Jr., D. D., Director. 


SPIRITUAL MOBILIZATION 
(Since 1934) 


Los Angeles Chicago New York 
Advisory Committee 
DONALD J. COWLING, President Carleton 
College 1909-45; ROGER W. BABSON, Sta- 
tistician; WILLIAM F. BRAASCH, Board 
of Directors, American Medical Associa- 
tion; UPTON CLOSE, Author, Lecturer, 
Commentator; ELY CULBERTSON, Au- 
thor, Lecturer; CARY EGGLESTON, Phy- 


_sician; DE WITT EMERY, Founder Na- 


tional Small Business Men’s Association; 
EDGAR J. GOODSPEED, Bible Scholar 
and Lecturer; THEODORE GRAEBN ER, 
Professor Theology, Author; ALFRED P. 
HAAKE, Economist, Lecturer? ALBERT 
W. HAWKES, United States Senator; SAM 
HIGGINBOTTOM, Missionary; RUPERT 
HUGHES, Author; RUFUS B. VON 
KLEINSMID, Chancellor, University of 
California; WILBUR LA ROBE, ae Ra 
rator, Presbyterian Church; ROB A. 
MILLIKAN, California Institute m Kreck. 
nology; FELIX MORLEY, Editor, Human 
Events; ALFRED NOYES, Author; NOR- 
MAN VINCENT PEALE, Clergyman; LEO- 
NARD E. READ, President Foundation 
for Economic Education, Inc.; BERT 
GORDON SPROUL, President, University 
of California; JOHN JAMES TIGERT 
President, University of Florida; RAY 
LYMAN WILBUR, Chancellor, Leland 
Stanford University. 





SPIRITUAL MOBILIZATION 
Title Guarantee Bldg. Dept. P. 0O., 


Los Angeles 13, Calif. 

I will participate in the effort to de- 
fend Freedom by preaching in my pulpit 
on Sunday, October 12, on the subject 
“Perils of Freedom.” Place me on your 
Representative Roster to receive your free 
publications. I will send manuscript prior 
to October 15, if I care to make entry in 
the $5,000 contest. 


eereeeeeee 
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OCTOBER OPPORTUNITY 
FOR OUTLOOK FRIENDS 


A Good Way to Build a Finer PRES- 
BYTERIAN OUTLOOK... . 


WHAT YOU CAN DO 


1. You, as an Outlook reader, can mul- 
tiply the opportunity and the resources 
of your ‘‘favorite paper’”’ 

2. You can enable THE PRESBYTE- 
RIAN OUTLOOK to expand its in- 
fluence, improve its service. (The more 
subscribers we can have, the better pa- 
per we expect to produce). 

3. Your annual membership in the One- 
a-Year Club will make the paper pros- 
per, will contribute to a more wide- 
spread aud intelligent interest in the 
work of the church, and, we pray, will 
hasten the coming of the Kingdom. 


HOW YOU CAN DO IT 


1. Work for a finer PRESBYTERIAN 
OUTLOOK. Make it grow! 

2. JOIN THE ONE-A-YEAR CLUB— 
TODAY! (Here’s how) 
Fill in the name of some alert- 
spirited man, woman or young per- 
son who will get as much pleasure 
in receiving THE PRESBYTERIAN 
OUTLOOK as you will in giving it. 
An order form appears below, so 
that, right now, you can begin shar- 
ing with your friends the satisfying, 
stimulating reading that you your- 
self enjoy throughout the year. 

. Our Special October Introductory 
Offer Applies. You can order THE 
PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK inex- 
pensively . . . so help yourself, THE 
OUTLOOK and your friends by join- 
ing the ONE-A-YEAR CLUB—TO- 
DAY. As Paul put it, “Come before 
Winter.”’ 




















Yours to Use 


The response thus far to our One-a-Year Club has been 
such that THE PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK has great 
hopes for the future. YOU, like others, will want to 
broaden the paper’s influence. THE PRESBYTERIAN 
OUTLOOK is YOURS to use as one of your contributions 
to an alert, eager-to-serve church membership. 


403 East Franklin Street Richmond 19, Virginia 
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If you’ve enjoyed this issue, 
Here’s an easy way to share 
it and 51 others with a 


Presbyterian friend. 
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TO 

THE PRESBYTERIAN OUTLOOK, 
403 EAST FRANKLIN STREET, 
RICHMOND 19, VIRGINIA 


Yes, I’ll join the One-a-Year Club. Here 
is my $3* subscription for: 


City and State 
Can you give 
postal zone?) 


Send a notification card indicating that 
the paper is coming to this new subscriber 
with the compliments of: 


I enclose check, money order, cash, 
amounting to $ 


*October only —Introductory Offer to 
NEW subscribers, $3 a year. 


Regular subscription is $4 a year. 


me plus one plus one plus one plus one plus one pl 


jd ouo snjd ouo snjd ouwo 


& snjd ouo snd ouo snd ouo snjd ouo snid ouo snjd ouo sn 











